Dear Jim, 
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Oo'iT Idtter of the 3rd is very interosUn<j, so I'l take it froa the top ana maybe 
I can, from this great dist^oice, m^o the right suggestions* 

You misunderstood what I sadi about knowing who killed JFK. I have no idea what 
the names are* 1 meant I t h i nk Ik understand the forces ana the reason, wliich is not at 
all the aamct things as you imply. 

On the kidsJ can you keep this to aiuiple, comprehensible, things? 

I ‘ 

Your friend C seems to know what he is talking about. All you report is credible. 

There is but one fact with which 1 have trouble, and to that I'll return. 

Hosty is in KC, was disciplined. But not for his knowledge but for messing up* He 
let the cat part-way out of the bag, he talked loosely to a Dallas cop, in a moment of 
great emotion* Oswalf accused him of essentially what you report, harrassment, and he 
id do this kind of personal harrassing, despite the best official efforts to cover it 
up. It is not g-nerally known, but he did go in for the personal stuff, too. 

Let mo tell you what 1 believe and perhaps you can find a way of trying it out on 
C to ascertain if it might be the case, if he knows. I think a now— retired agent. Fain, 
hooked Oswald for the second time when he visited him in Fort Worth in 1962. I th-i ni- Oswald 
had some kind of minor government connection when he first went to Russia. He returned 
uisenchanted with both governments. Oswald was unwilling to do Fain's bidding but felt he 
had to agree. 

What Oswald was informing on in N.O. remains a mastery to me, Taere was no pro- 
Castro activity of any kind there, ana he was not of the right. What he seems to have been 
doing is establishing a cover for use elsewhere, and the only use I can detect is in 
Mexico, This would not seem to be for Bureau purposes, raising the qiiestion, for whom and 
for what purpose(s)? And, in any event, he failed there. 

It is, of course, possible that Oswald so hated the Russians on his return that he 
could have been willing to become an iufonuant. But I think it not probable. The question 
then comes up, how as he persuaded? Stock or carrot? Two Tmrp possibilitios arj threat 
and pay. ..One of the mjisteiies is tliat N.O. interview. What hxpo.ened la it? 1 think 
he got the man he didn't expect. There were two. The name of the second is hidden. It is 
never, ever, mentioned anywhere, which makes me believe the secondman may have been the 
one who handled him, and I have some hunches along this line. The rpport fefers to one, 
Quigley, which doesn't really make sense. And I ifcnow there were two. The other possibility 
is that neither was the ri^^t man and LHO got P'ed off. 

How did £MB Hosty muff several confrontations with LHO? Ho had to have found it 
child's play to find liim, if he didn't know or if ho wanted to. He knew where he worked, 
which is enou^. Thig part is unclear. And liow did Hosty slip notes under the door, that 
being a rooming house, whenre a note under the main do*r, entirely unreported, would have 
had to Dave had the rij^t alias on it and why do that when there is a mailbok? If this 
happened, it had to mean that Hosty had access to the house and knew which was UlO's room, 
which probably moans he had to have been working with someone inside the house. 

I'd be Inclined to believe tliat LUO was not harrassed at work, where there would be 
too many witnesses. I am also inclined to suspect that there was Do face-to-face meeting 
in Dallas or LHO might have ini^cated it instead of restricting himself to alleged harrassment 
of Maidna only. But it is possible he^ hid t is. His complascexicy under the great pr<:Bsure 
has always indicated to me that ho felt ho had some kina of official protection, I have 



Zn sl“ eiL ps.^r 

from his testi^^!^f*!hicf’r''i deletion 

another man. Except for hkrrasament 1 *». n« re^^lected on the mental capacity of 
perspectives pf the peiple who ran the TS^ h^^^ BD^torvl^y, and with the 

would have beln fii-ed unlesrShlTr -J!?’ ‘hi® ^PPenod, I think LUO huixiiofflx 
Truly LHO was woiiciiig for them. ' unlikely happened, that tJiey told 

they d^ided treov^up.' gene^ly^nfused about_wha waaOswald before 
the Russians? (l think Ji^latteJ highly ii^ro^bl^)^ 

that Sate^^“ ^ -ch 

lu fact, that is the vexy firatlLTl etr ^IZ ms^“bjS? 

inter^sSn^f^^^ciSIirS Se tSd^u whri^"^°“’ Z over this is voiy 

ry^e- SiTS X:t- r.S ™ 

he got tl,e book in a stor! r adTt t «>ight be better if it just hap.oned, if 

would want to say anythin^^ If ic, ^ 4. decision about me and whether he 

.». I thi^ic to «~.t you »d 

I'd like very oiuch to be able to talk with'him, bej n^chZ’ oonscience may plague him. 

at best di^ic^t*^^a^ie^ knowing nothing about C is 

versations, foUowS W^he ^ continued casml con- 

conscienc^ia iJtoeriS beginning. If you feel that his 

dishonesty of his former associates in all aa^ ow him more tluin suffici.ait proof od the 
about King's if not^tT assassinations, and he should be turned on 

time to tall him that yoJve reZ! S ^ 

i , 

conolHSfta'li' S'Sw'JIlSuf L°S «»“' I" 

•naglj t.lliO(j ueoiots tart iy hoXplita^sJSuS'Jltt^wh^^ ^ to l»lp, not by 

LTt:tS-«s^” ~ -* s/Lty— ^ 

country, has alrsady been too au^ If no uh^ ^^’^tnbly, in this 

do ttinh one iron rudnority L^oToVir^otb^ *““• ‘ 

pres,^"^ X™ .it SSSVL" *■”“ -1th hd. in the 

Thdrsts I'JtsSltLrt tS? m riXd'7' t ‘I ““ 

.rtsproutal or oy,„ ,„oon,^ a. It“2?\S"i^rti“ th^S^ttS”"' 
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own "investigation";, was so "ni incompetent" or "sloppy" that it didn't even include 
cooies of the newspaper stories that immediately imported the alleged LUO-FBI connection. 

Let me level with you and you can, if you elect, with him. !■ am satisfied I have in 
my possession LUO's identification and the manner of his payment and i ^ve copies of the 
PBl's pro— assassination reports that it withheld from the Commission. (N.O. only./ One of 
the possibilities is the reverse disenchantment, that is, the Bureau was not hap..y about 
what he was doing aM suspected he .l^t be serving other masters. There is no doubt 
that what he did in.h.O. brought him close to CIA types, and one Bureau informant kthis 
is not generally know and has never been reported), was mixed up in ,tho same kinds of 
affairs in a way that can link with Oswald. I have all this proof in my possession, 
incluciinti what seemingly was denied the Commission. In fact, I have reason to believe 
mo did not work alone, may have good leads on who worked -with him, and have the 
unquestionable proof that the Bureau knew, whether or not this was their guy, and the 
equally qnquestLonablo' proof that they had this guy's picture and removed it from all 
available copies af the originals and withhold it and his identification from the Cotimission. 

These tliiiigs-«n^ my silence about them may persuade C that my interests are genuine, 
not for sensation, and that I can keep my mputh closed, You might be surprised at who 
trusts me, who has' trusted me, and ray keeping all trusts. And, I do plan a book on 
Oswald as an agent, raising the question and developing the proofs I already have. The 
negative proofs .are mind-blowing, like I have the official proof of the destruction of 
some of the eviduiice# 

Pushed for time. That stuff in the Powers book is crap. LHO served no purpose in 

this affair and there was no knowledge relating to the flight he could have given the 

that =hoy needed. Either they had tho capacity for bringt^ V-2s dora or they 
didn't. If they did, their wss own equipment i.as eniugh. If they didn t, no information 
could have helped them. Tliey knew of toe flights. Tna giy who wrote toe book phoned me and 
diaoussed this with me at some length before he wrote it, indicating ho agreed with me. 

I suppose the commercial temptation was too much for him. He kiiows it is crap. 

Many thanks, ^his is vt^ry jelpful. ^ hope you can dc#velop it. Anc. I do think that 

is C can ever unburden himself g he 11 feel bv^-tter. His fears ma; have to do with whether 

or not he can trust the one to whom he speaks, you, and with what, if anything, you do 
with anything he says. He has no way of knowing it, but I would never break his trust, 
which means I would never disclose my source arid not use what he asks not be used. Even 
if he did not ask it, if I felt anything would tend to finger him, I*d not usu it, 
except for my own understanding. Not in ppint. I have hours of tape-recorded interviews 
not transcribed and in bank vaults of just this character, and other interviews, where 
specific recall of detailed fact is not involved, of which ^ made no records. In all of 
this it is essential to do what the gov.;mment, especially tlie Bureau, did not do and 
today does not do. They have just released to mo the most incredible information about 
a man that should not have been disclosed under any cii-cuzastances. I will n^ver use it. 

It is both personal in' the most intimate way and irrelevant. Where I have had access to 
other official information of this sort in the past and felt I had to use it, it is so 
carefully masked that it is impossible for the reader to detect any identity. V/hat I am 
saying is that we, wh o seek truth and justice, can never succeed without the most 
scrupulous regard for the rights of all individuals. Good cannot be accomplished bjj hurt, 
by bad. We just can't do what the government did. We must be hitnest in every aspect of 
every thing wo do. If we are not, we cannot succeed and we ou^t not. 

Sincerely, 
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Maok agent toSati^‘^nr«S?‘noea “*' ^ ““ a.«,isnnent of a 

^ I have official records of four), one in «,nrn! to kill the President 

and if C ia up tight about the FBI perfonnance ^ 

edge whon he re^tda the suppressed reports I sot «nii^ ^ ^ 

tape, rou my remember this f^ZTlTt 

tocident IS the real reason for the ch^n^ i „ jj.^, Orleans. The Miami 

includes the threat against Iting by thT^L^ LffwLTr^''T^ tape 

apparently was never given to the Commission ^ ^®“*t attack). It 

-be printed in an already too-l2goTJk! than could 

a»^Sf 2: rz r.s: r ■>-- 

everything I can. I think perhaps Mew Orl^«^lnnH ,'" I *o W 

ni^ hold some of the key missinTlinks. Atla^te^o ountion, Baton Houge) 

^diu is fascinating, but I am a«/are that ^•^l^a ^ fi Stoner got to Ray as early as 
^ (if C did not know this, it might J^te^? S is that 

IS a virulent racist ^more anti-Semitic thar^tfblloS”^ ^ 

Wtoman activity. Is there any indioatiorof an i“ 

Winds up handling Ray^a legal mr^tters after ha 1 <^ hi them?,,, And then ^toner 

wastes most of the possibilities? He is now out oopping a p4ea and 

having mess both appects up rather well +-< ..j** °®se, the criminal aapi;cts, and 

Jlght in other h ad^, have SccLd'^'C i f <=i^ S^t 

tell C ^ you elect. I really can't counsel vou ^ I yo« /^aln and with permission to 

^^tition of it. It took me more th^TyeaJ i no 

. ^th Ray, He finally got the idea that it^would be a wxtnout any contact 

lawyer and it is now the fact. I am working on tii« ? ^ lawyer were his 

be apparent that whether or not. as it df.P« <■>,• ® trial. It sliould 

out tto truth about what did happen and Jhat did^not 1* la inore to bring 

institutions of society function. There is tn ha v. ”_?** ®olve the crime and to make tlie 
^t there is to be a trtal, so SleS [a iLtie^.r detenrdnu whetC or 

As a Mtt r of law, I think we have enough C will**u^d” ^ ^tiling is to be forthcoming. 

sufficient. I had toT^^ LS ‘=®®®®» ^ 

of what they were suppressing (limited by lo *»^au to let me have some 

have significant suppressed bureau evidence of^n wtet I could precisely identify). I 
most serious reflectiona on its honesty. They will oontraining the 

space precludss complatenese. J- have So pag^s of ^ way, but^Tiia 

day before the hearing on my suot and they tried t <- ^blng. They caved in the 

a summary judgement against them which if ® ^ finally got 

lamoat no aspect of any information on^h^wi^^ 718-70. Tna judgr, was Curran, 
pother extremists or racists that could not be v **^® or 

arious cities, and 1 have a hunok '“oula^Mnn u ^st of all the names in the 

f^y I do not know enoii? f S ZrL“ "f" ^ have^; “ut 

be exactly what I need. I ^ preJ^ fLS^ ^ 

^dependent work there. Garrison and L T!' extensive 

apprwch, and, pil vately, I tell you he^^ver^d, ^ details, never agreed on 
had he the capability, which I thiL he didn't(he^ investigation and 

staffed to do it. People who^J^'f ^ 

was s^ply of trust. This includes "the ot^aile" J <!’^®®^ion 

into this, perhaps separate from and without m n+f * ®®“ ^^nd a way of going 

^on to suspect a link, with him. HowTwLh' it ^ei^^ aspects, unless C has 

and talk, for him to underAAand me and mv oh wmV ^ “’-d “e to meet 

Z Tt till ^eS'^hTs^S^eVt ulllThTc^^ ilJt Sr'^iiieT'broke 

^ ^ puDiio appearance# 



